
July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell, 
Federn1 Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re, WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

I am writing to add my voice to fie growing number of groups and individuds apposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone compsoies to circumvent current d e s  on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card Tfthey succeed, I t  will result in highet rates -in many cases, drmatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than tbe pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want ~KI target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Vuginia, for 
example, is conrrected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebrash F F ~  this 

platform,” he or she hears a message about a wmpany, non-prolitor person. The c a b  then 
dials the telephone number of scmaone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
tbat this represenis two calls, m e  From Vkginiato Nebraska and m e  from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both chlls are subject to interstate access charges because there i s  a call to Nebraska md then a 
separate call tc Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call, so hey can levy exorbibitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell wmpanies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fractiDn nfwhat rhey want to c h q e  consumers. 

Prices are already nsing for gas, milk and other prducts. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
werghed in with the FCC in an effort TO protect their customers’ inkrests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to woigh In on the side of consumem and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

‘L 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioncr M.ichael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin .I. Martin 
Comm.i.ssioner .Ionathan S.  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powdl 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

J am writing to add my voice to fie growing number of p u p s  and individuals opposed t o  efforts 
by the local Bell telephone cornpanics to circumvent current rules on d l s  placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will msult in higher rates - in many cases, dramaZically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs ofconsumers in mind rather than the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another &ate - let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caner then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, &F well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calla, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one h m  Nebraska to Virgima. 
Both calls are subject to interstatc access charges because there is a oall to Nebraska and then a 
separate call io Virginia 

But the Eel1 compnnies want to heat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relation6hip whatsoever to the Bell compmes’ actual 
costs, which axe only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices we already nsing for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t needhjgher pnces for 
phone C d I S  too. espeoiatly when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations 

I am aware that the long distance C O I I I ~ ~ ~ I ~ E S  and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
wetghed in with the PCC in an effort to prorect their customers’ hr.esrS in this mmer.  Lt is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
OD thlS Issue. 

ccs: Commissione~athleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Comrni,ssioner J W i n  J. M.mtin 
Commissioner Jonathan SI Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator. 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michaol K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Dockethio. 03-133 

Dear Choirman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to tha growing number of groups and individuals opposed t o  efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to crcumvent current rules on calls placed wlth a prc-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result 111 higher rates - in many cmes, d*amatrcally kugber 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on ttus docbet, J implore 
you M keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid d l b , g  card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- Ib’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platfom,” he or she hem a message about a company, non-prdt or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules. as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls. one from Viginia to Nebaska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subiect to interstate access charges because there IS a call to Nebraska and Then a 
saparate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other produ- Consumers don’t n d  higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ Wmts in this manner It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue 

The caller, who may be in ViFginia, for 

’ 

CCS Commissioner Kaihleen Q. Ahernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. AdelStEh 
Senatoi- 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. S.W. 
Washingon, DC 20.554 

Re: WC Doo~~XNO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of goups and individuhls opposed t o  efforts 
by the local Bell.tolephone companies to circumvent currant rules on c d s  placed wjth a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result m higher rates - in many EBS~S, dmmatieally higher 
rates -for consumerswho place the calls. A5 you approach your work m this do&ek I implore 
you to keep the nwds of consumers io mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

TheBell companies want to target those calls in which acaller uses a pre-paid c a l h g  card and 
dials a toll-free number, along With his or hnr PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia for 
example, is connected to a Uplatform” in another state -- let‘s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platfonnp he M she boars a message about a company, nowprofit or pmon. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common seme, state 
that this represents MO calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Vir.ginin. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because thete is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to &eat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have n,o relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of whac they want to charge consumers. 

P&s are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consnmers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four largc 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long di,stance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed inwith&he FCC.ia.an, effort to protecttheir customers’. ~~.~ this manner. It is 
nowtiimc forthe FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the dooi- 
on this issue. 

’ 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J.  Martin 
Commissioner ,Jonathan S. AdEktEh 
Senator 
Senatoi- 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th See% S.W 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell. 

T am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to  cfforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current mlos on calls placed with a prepaid 
calling card. If they succaed. it will result in higher rates - in many Eases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on thhrs docket, I implore 
you to keep the need5 of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Vxghiq for 
example, is connected to a “platfom” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a m p m y ,  nm-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virgin3a. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges beCause there is a call to Nehmska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the BeU companies want to treat this as a single in-state call 50 they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges Such fees have no dabonship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs. which are only a fracQon of what they want to charge oonsmers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers donat need higher prices for 
phone calls too. espeoially when these highcr rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations 

J am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an e%rt to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It i s  
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the BJI companies the door 
on this issue 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Corninissioner Kevin J .  Manin 
Commissioner Jonathnii S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W 
Washington, DC 20554 

RC WC Dockt NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to  efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
callingcard. If they succeed it will result in higher rates - in mmy cBse9, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work m this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the phdinp of the four Bell companies 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The callm, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “pIa#form” in another state - let’s say m Nebraska. From this 
“ptatfom,” he or she hams a mwsage about a company. non-pmfi orperson. The caller then 
dials f h ~  tolephone number of someme in Virginia Current rules, as well as c o m m  sense, state 
that this represents two calls. one from Virginia to Nebmka and one h m  Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are sObjec3 to interState access charges because there is a call to Netraska and thm a 
separate call to Virginja. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they CBD levy exorbibnant in- 
state access charges. Such %os have no relationship whatsoever to the Beill companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want lo charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these lugher rates represent a blatant gweaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the Long drsbnce companies and others that sell prepaid calSing cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protecttheir customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now hme for t m  to eigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 

Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Michael 1. Copps 

C&missioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



Tuly 16,2004 

Chairman Michnel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cammission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washmgton, DC 20554 

Re: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am witing to add my voice to the growing number of p u p s  and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on. c a b  plaoed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succaed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your wotk on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses aprebpaid calling card and 
dials.ato1l-free number, along with his or her F". The caller, who may bein Vkginia for 
example, is.connected to a .platformn in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
" p l a i f m ~  he or she bears amessage about a company, non-profit or person. Tha caller then 
dials the tekphune number of 6omaone in Virginia. Current rules, as weil 89 common sense, stab 
that this represents two calls, one f?om Virginia toNebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both d l s  are sub.ject.to interstate access charges because there is a. d l  to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access chnrges. Soch fees have.no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are ohly a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need. higher prices for 
phone calls too, especiallywhen these higher rates rewesent a blatant giveaway to  four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance compani,es and others that sell pre-paid calliig cards have 
wei.ghed,.inwith,the FCC i n m  effort to protect theircustomem' .interests in.this.mmer. It i s  
now rime for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell campan,ics the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Cornrnissionei- Keviu J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S Adelstein 
Scnaml- 
Senarot 



July .I 6,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen A b m t h y  
Commissioner Ked, Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and few upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minoriw or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-hericnns, including Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them,,and this number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pxe-paid cards is of the utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with friends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods lie gas add milk rising these days, we should no? now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular. many low-income househo1,ds who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon pepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phrme companies insist upon before getting a, phone. 
With prepaid cards, con,sumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many o f  the other daily appointments that we 
dl haw. 

I simply find. it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some of the nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that thew charges will not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

ccs: Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chniman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Comunications Commission 
445 12th Streei, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commission,ers: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid cdling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-Amerjcans, including Ckinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid 4 s .  Ten. percent of Asian,-Americ& households have used them,.md this number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability ofpre-paid cards i s  ofthe utmost importance to 
low- and fi,xed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to -y io 
touch with friends arid relatives across the country. 

Wjth other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now bc faced with, 
rising telephone costs 9s well. In. particular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phon,e companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
Witb prepaid cards, consumers c m  make calls from paypbones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that WE 

all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new cha~ges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid, calling cards. 

Shcerely, 

ccs: Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Cornmications Commission 
445 12th Streel. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid c d k g  cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drjve up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commdties. 

Asian-Americans, including Chinese-Americans. m among the fastest adopters ofpre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them, and this number 
is growing Moreover. the affordability of pre-paid cards is of the utmost i m p m c e  to 
low- and fied-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with frjends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who arc on 
fixed incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards. a n s u e r s  can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cads to stay ‘connected” as they 
look for jobs, Iiunt for housing, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we 
all bave. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some of the nation’s largest local ielephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid calling cards. 

ccs: Senator 
Seiiator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael. Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioncr Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin M&in 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chabmnn Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should uot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost of these cads, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged indivjduals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Asian-hmericans, including Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adopters ofpre- 
pd,d cards. Ten percent of Asian-American households have used them,. and, this number 
is growing. Moreover, die affordability of pre-paid cards is of the utmost h p r t a n c c  to 
low- and fixed-j,ncome consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch wjth fiends and rel.atives across the country. 

Wi,th other goods like gas and milk rismg these days, we should not now be faced with 
risj,n,g telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who a ~ c e  on 
fuccd incomes depend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty d,eposit requirements ahat local phone compani,es insist upon, before g e b g  a pb.one. 
With pipa id  cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “com,ected” as they 
1,ook forjobs, hunt for houdng, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we 
all have. 

I simply find it unhaginable that the FCC would hpose  new charges and fees OJI these 
cards. Some of the nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recj,pients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to prepaid calhg cards. 

Sincerely, 

ccs; Senator 
Scnmoi- 



July 16,2004 

Chairma Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commission.er Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WCD0cket:No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you mow to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
rginorjy or d,isadvantaged individuals to stay in touch. in their communities. 

Asian-Americans, inclu,d,ing Chinese-Americans, are among the fastest adoptms ofpre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-herban households have used them, and t h i s  number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordabiSity of pre-paid cads is of the utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer an easy, economical way to stay in 
touch with fiends and relatives across the corntry. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. h particular, many low-income househol,ds who are on 
fvred incomes depend upon prepaid service because thcy cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companjes insist upon before getting a. phone. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we 
all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose mw charges and fees on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s largest local telephone companies would be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC sbould stand up €or consumers and make surc 
that tbese charges will not apply t o  prepaid calkiug cards. 

ccs: Senator 
Senator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Michael Copps 
commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marti0 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Federal Conmunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not hpose UEW access chmges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you, move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their conmuuities. 

Asian-Americans, including Chinese-Americans, an among the fastest adopters of prc- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-American household,s have used them,.and this number 
i s  growing. Moreover, the affordabililiy ofpre-paid cards is of the utmost importance to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, since they offer ameasy, economical way to stay in 
touch with fiiend,s and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular> many low-income households who are on 
fixed, incomes d,epend upon prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit nquirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use thesc cards to stay "connected" as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule mauy of the other daily appointments that we 
all have. 

I simply find, it unimaginab1.e that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these 
cards. Some of the nation's largest local telephone companies would be .the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply t o  prepaid calling cards. 

ccs: Senator 
Senntor 



July 1.6,2004 

Chairman Michael, Powell, 
Commissionm Michael Copps 
Commissioner ]Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathao Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commissi,on 
44s 12th streq S.W. 
Waskington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell and Commissioners: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 
you move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for 
minority or disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities, 

Asi,m-Americans, including Chinese-Americans, a*e among the fastest adopters of pre- 
paid cards. Ten percent of Asian-Americmi households have used them,,and fhis number 
is growing. Moreover, the affordability of pre-paid cards is of the utmost h p r t z l n c c  to 
low- and fixed-income consumers, Since they offer an easy, economical w y  to stay in 
touch with fiends and relatives across the country. 

With other goods like gas and milk rising these days, we should not now be faced with 
rising telephone costs as well. In particular, many low-income households who are on 
fixed incomes depend upon, prepaid service because they cannot meet the credit rating or 
hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before getting a phone. 
With prepaid cards, wnsUmers can make calls from payphones or the telephones of 
family members and neighbors. They can use these cards to stay “connected” as they 
look for jobs, hunt for housing, or schedule many of the other daily appointments thai we 
all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fee8 on these 
cards. Some ofthe nation’s h-gest local telephone companies would. be the biggest 
recipients of such charges. The FCC should stand up for consumers and make sure 
that these charges will not apply to  prepaid calling cards. 

ccs: Senator 
S cnator 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re. WC Docket No 03-133 

Dew Chairman Powell: 

I am writing tn add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to &Torts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current ~ R S  an calls placed wrth a prepaid 
calling card If they succeed, it will result in higher rate5 - in many cases, dramatrdly higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. AS you approach your work on this docket. I implore 
you to keep thc needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleaciigs of the four Bell companies 

The Bell companies want to targot those calls in which a c d e r  USES a preqaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or har PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a ‘+laifom” in another state - let’s say in Nebmska From t h i s  
“plarFm.“ he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The cder  then 
dials ?he telephone nuniber of someone m Virginia Current rules, as well as common sense. state 
that this represents two calk, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because tbere is a call to Nebraska and then o 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell cornpanins want to treat this as a single in-state call so they Can lwy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are only a Eraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, cspeciallywhen these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four 1prge 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance mrnpan.ies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighedii ,with the FCC h.an..effort.to protect tbeir.custornas’ interests.jn ,this.manner. .It .is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show thc Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Sell3tOl 



July 16,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th S t ~ m t ,  S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket,No. 03-133 

Daar Chairman Powell. 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to e3TW 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling cwd. I€they succetd, it will result in higher rates -in mmy cases, dramatiodly higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work OD this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bull companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which n caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-be number, along with his or her PTN. The callm, who may be in Vira$nia for 
example, is connected to 8 “platfornt” in another state - let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“p la t f~m” hc or she hears a message about a company, non-pmfit or person. The c d e s  then 
dials thc telephone number of someone in Virginia. CSlrrent rules, as well as m m m  sense, State 
that th is  rapresents two cdlk, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Netxaska to Vuginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then R 

sepatam call to Virghiia 

Rut the Bell cornpanws want to treat this a5 a single in-swte call so they can levy exorbitant m- 
state access charges Such fee5 have no relahonship whaoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are otily a fmction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other produds Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represat a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporatjons. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and othcrs that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with Che FCC in an &art to protect their custamers’ .intmsts inihk mannet. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumcrs and show the Bcll. companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Ab’k6athy 
Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J .  Manin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senam 



July 16,2004 

ChairmanMichael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am miting to add my voicc to the growivg number of groups and mdiV1duals opposed to df‘ork 
by the local Be11 telephone companies to cirmmwent current rubs on d l s  placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they sucoeed, it: will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which acaller uses apredpaid c a l l i  card and 
dials a toll-fwe number, along wifh hrs QT her PIN, The d a x ,  who may be ia Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfm” in anather state -- let’s s@i in NBbraska From this 
“platfom” he UT she hears a message ahout a company, aon-pcofit or person. The caller then 
dials tho telephone number of someone in Virgiuia. Current ~ E S ,  as well as common sense. state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska iu Virginia 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is n Oat1 to Nebraska and lhen a 
separate call to Virginia 

But the Bell cornpanjcs want to treat this as a smgle in-state call so they can levy exorbitant m- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relatronship whatsoever to the Bell CompSnies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Wices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumms don’t need higher prices for 
phone calk too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations 

1 am aware that the long dtstance companies and others that sell. pre-paid calliig cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their cumrnm’ interests inthis rnanacr. It IS 

now tune for the FCC to weigh UI on the side of consumers and showlhe Bell companies the door 
on th is  issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Seiiator 
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July 18, 2004 

David Dawson 
439 Buckingham Drive 
Indianapolis. IN 46208 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

As the father of college students, I have relied on pre-paid calling cards as a 
convenient way to keep in contact with my children while controlling expenses. I 
have found for my long-distance calling needs, pre-paid calling cards are best. 
Portability, universal acceptance and predictability make them a great product. 

Now I am told that the world of prepaid cards may turn upside down, just 
because the monopoly telephone companies, such as SBC here in Indiana, want 
to make even more money. As I understand it, these companies want the FCC to 
redefine calling-card calls so they become more expensive. No better service, no 
new features. Just more money. 

Why reclassifying pre-paid calls as instate helps the consumers eludes me. And 
how SBC knows I’m calling instate is a mystery. Everybody knows by now that 
an instate call and an interstate call are identical to the phone company. They 
should be to the consumer as well. 

I like to talk to my children at college and I’d like for them to be able to continue 
using a convenient and inexpensive method of calling. Don’t take it away. And for 
heaven’s sake, don’t do it just so that SBC can make even more money. 

Thanks for your consideration 

Sincerely, 
A 

PAGE 01 

David Dawson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am &ling to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Miorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and mililary 
families rely upon calling card scrvices for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit histov, hank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoinrment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone slxvices. 

But such price bikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-statc” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least d o r d  to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these swvices. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American comumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

I 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Ahemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washinglon, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

Thc FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minoriv or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in thcir communities. 

I h e  Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% ofLatino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding frxed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced n*ith rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on T i e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid servioe because they cannot 
meet the credit raxing or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, ConsumErs can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohhents that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on rhese cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over co~$orate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner Kathleen A b e d y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chaimatl Powell: 

Latino and other nunority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch wth family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming miIIions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC IS considcfhg applying ‘%-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fvred incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face. similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly h a m  individuals who can least afford p r k  increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calk, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowingthe large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse lo impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell! 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comUnities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards: 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. &-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canaot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls *om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest heneficimks ofsuch 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer Mere& over coipotate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

S i n c q q  h& 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streer, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden chatges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and milimy 
families rely upon calling card services for a vm.ety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer goups because they are an affordablc alternative lo regular and 
wireless telephone sezvices. 

But such price hikes are precistly what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ‘‘instate’’ access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consurnexs that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local tclephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
&om these services. Pleasc stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

iobr Michael Copps 
Kathleen Abernathy 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streef S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rt , upon 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable bousing to staying in 
touch with family and €nends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumcrs nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, pmi.icularly those on fuced incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumem 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards w3l directly harm individuals who can lead afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, wen when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up pn’ces; thus m a k i i  these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

w-cost telecommunications services to 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Comrnissionw Kathleen Abcmarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

ChairmanMichael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income familiies, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
farniIies rely upon calling card service for a varjety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit histoy, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be tbe only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appohhent, or 
stay in touch witb family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In wonomicalfy disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. ?he fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the bene r i  Latino and other communities gain 
from thcse services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Madin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 


